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importance of the peasantry as a revolutionary force and his wholehearted endorsement of the agrarian revolution and of soldiers' elemental longing for peace. The land-organization scheme provided by the decree of October 26 was, no doubt, scrapped, and the Brest-Litovsk treaty opened an era of German occupation, civil war, and foreign intervention. The fact nevertheless remains that the large landed proprietors disappeared and their estates were divided among the peasants; and while the civil war was cruel, ruinous, and savage it was on an entirely different plane from the struggle against the armed might of the central Powers. Moreover, the old army was demobilized, and the Red Army wras much smaller than its predecessor. The Brest-Litovsk treaty was hardly a good specimen of a peace without annexations and indemnities, yet one may surmise that the Russian peasant soldier took a different view: he was at last allowed to go home and he got his share of the neighboring estate. The rest mattered little. Bolshevism owed much of its success to the helplessness and blindness of its opponents. Miliukov's insufferable and complacent dogmatism and Prince Lvov's equally insufferable meekness did much to destroy whatever chance the frail Russian liberalism had to retain a foothold in the new revolutionary state. The theory espoused by the Provisional Government that the overthrow of the monarchy was an expression of the will of the nation to fight the war to a victorious end could lead nowhere but to disaster. The moderate socialists who through most of 1917 controlled the Soviets were as doctrinaire as the Bolsheviks and the liberals, but far less capable than Lenin of tackling practical situations. It was clear, not merely in retrospect, that the notions of legality, constitutionality, and democracy were alien to the Russian historical tradition, that the agrarian revolution could not be checked, and that the army was unwilling to fight. The facts of the situation were not in dispute. What was lacking was the capacity and courage to face them, to admit their irresistible logic, and act accordingly. The task was not a pleasant or an easy one, and success was not certain. Nevertheless if, instead of chasing the phantom of counter-revolution led by generals who had no soldiers to fight for them, Kerensky—for, distressingly, there was no one else—had made immediate peace and given all land to the peasants, it is possible that Lenin would never have come to the Kremlin. Such a program, of course, was Bolshevism in 1917, and would have been vehemently opposed by the allies and by liberal Russians. Yet it was the only prac*

